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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since 
this application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office 
action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
March 10, 2008 has been entered. Claims 1-31 are pending. At this time, claims 1-31 
are still rejected. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-31 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Haines et al (US 2003/0072027 A1), in view of Cudak et al (US 6,058,106), and 
further in view of Kirikoshi et al (US 6,839,848 B1 ). 

a. Referring to claim 1: 

i. Haines teaches a method for secure access and 
communication of information in a distributed media network, the method comprising: 

(1) detecting, at the first geographic location, when a 
legacy media peripheral is connected to one or both of a PC and a media processing 
system at said first geographic location within the distributed media network (see 
Figure 1 and page 2, paragraph 0019 of Haines); 
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(2) establishing at least one identifier associated with 
said legacy media peripheral (page 1, paragraph 0009 of Haines), wherein said 
established at least one identifier is used to validate said legacy media peripheral for 
use at said first geographic location (page 5, paragraph 0085-0086 of Haines); and 

(3) utilizing said established at least one identifier to 
facilitate communication of said legacy media peripheral over the distributed media 
network (page 1, paragraph 0008 of Haines). 

ii. Although Haines teaches a method for secure access and 
communication of information in a distributed media network, Haines is silent on the 
capability of showing the legacy media peripheral. On the other hand, Cudak teaches 
this limitation in column 13, line 14 of Cudak. 

iii. It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to: 

(1) have been modified the invention of Haines with the 
teaching of Cudak to centrally coordinated peer-to-peer wireless communication system 
(column 1, lines 29-30 of Cudak). 

iv. The ordinary skilled person would have been motivated to: 

(1) have been modified the invention of Haines with the 
teaching of Cudak to provide a centrally coordinated peer-to-peer wireless 
communications network that minimized payload transmissions, greater efficiency would 
be achieved (column 2, lines 21-24 of Cudak). 

v. The combination of teaching between Haines and Cudak 
teaches the claimed subject matter, however, they are silent on the capability of showing 
the geographic location where the peripheral device is being used. On the other hand, 
Kirikoshi et al teaches this limitation in Figure 4 and column 6, lines 55-67 of Kirikoshi. 

vi. It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to: 
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(1) have been modified the modified-invention of Haines 
with the teaching of Kirikoshi to centrally coordinated peer-to-peer wireless 
communication system (column 1, lines 29-30 of Cudak). 

vii. The ordinary skilled person would have been motivated to: 

(1) have been modified the modified-invention of Haines 
with the teaching of Kirikoshi to improve the security code which is built-in to the custom 
IC which is required for the basic operation of the peripheral device (column 2, lines 2-4 
of Kirikoshi). 

b. Referring to claim 2: 

i. Haines further teaches: 

(1 ) further comprising requesting said at least one legacy 
media peripheral identifier and at least one identifier of a user utilizing said legacy 
media peripheral (page 2, paragraph 0009 and paragraph 0025 of Haines). 

c. Referring to claim 3: 

i. Haines further teaches: 

(1) wherein said at least one legacy media peripheral 
identifier is a serial number of said legacy media peripheral (page 3, paragraph 0040 
of Haines). 

d. Referring to claim 4: 

i. Haines further teaches: 

(1 ) wherein said at least one user identifier is at least one 
of a user password and a user name (page 2, paragraph 0025 of Haines). 

e. Referring to claim 5: 

i. The combination of teaching between Haines, Cudak, and 
Kirikoshi teaches the claimed subject matter. Kirikoshi further teaches: 

(1) further comprising determining a first geographic 
location of said legacy media peripheral and said user utilizing said legacy media 
peripheral (page 3, paragraphs 0040-0043 of Haines; Figure 4 and column 6, lines 
55-67 of Kirikoshi). 
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f. Referring to claim 6: 

i. The combination of teaching between Haines, Cudak, and 
Kirikoshi teaches the claimed subject matter. Haines and Kirikoshi further teaches: 

(1) further comprising associating said legacy media 
peripheral identifier and said user identifier with said first geographic location of said 
legacy media peripheral (page 3, paragraphs 0040-0043 of Haines; Figure 4 and 
column 6, lines 55-67 of Kirikoshi). 

g. Referring to claim 7: 

i. The combination of teaching between Haines, Cudak, and 
Kirikoshi teaches the claimed subject matter. Haines and Kirikoshi further teaches: 

(1) wherein if said legacy media peripheral is previously 
registered at said first geographic location within said network, acquiring said at least 
one user identifier to facilitate communication of said legacy media peripheral over the 
distributed media network (page 3, paragraphs 0040-0043 of Haines; Figure 4 and 
column 6, lines 55-67 of Kirikoshi). 

h. Referring to claim 8: 

i. Haines further teaches: 

(1) further comprising validating said acquired at least 
one user identifier for said legacy media peripheral prior to said facilitation of 
communication of said legacy media peripheral over the distributed media network 
(page 4, paragraphs 0044-0045 of Haines). 

i. Referring to claim 9: 

i. The combination of teaching between Haines, Cudak, and 
Kirikoshi teaches the claimed subject matter. Haines and Kirikoshi further teaches: 

(1) further comprising registering said legacy media 
peripheral for operation at a second geographic location subsequent to said validation 
of said acquired at least one user identifier (page 4, paragraph 0043 of Haines; Figure 
4 and column 6, lines 55-67 of Kirikoshi). 

j. Referring to claim 10: 

i. Haines further teaches: 
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(1) further comprising executing a media peripheral 
association software on said at least one of said PC and said media processing system 
(page 4, paragraphs 0047-0049 of Haines). 

k. Referring to claim 11: 

i. This claim consist a machine-readable storage having stored 
thereon, a computer program having at least one code section for secure access and 
communication of information in a distributed media network to implement claim 1, thus 
it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 1 above. 
I. Referring to claims 12-20: 

i. These claims have limitations that are similar to those of 
claims 2-10, thus they are rejected with the same rationale applied against claims 2-10 
above. 

m. Referring to claim 21: 

i. This claim consist a system for secure access and 
communication of information in a distributed media network to implement claim 1, thus 
it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 1 above, 
n. Referring to claims 22-30: 

i. These claims have limitations that are similar to those of 
claims 2-10, thus they are rejected with the same rationale applied against claims 2-10 
above. 

o. Referring to claim 31: 

i. Haines further teaches: 

(1) wherein said at least one processor is at least one of 
a computer processor, a media peripheral processor, a media exchange system 
processor and a media processing system processor (page 3, paragraph 0029 of 
Haines). 

Conclusion 



Application/Control Number: 10/675,386 
Art Unit: 2135 



Page 7 



5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered 

pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Thanhnga (Tanya) Truong 
whose telephone number is 571-272-3858. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, 
the examiner's supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached at 571-272-3859. The fax and 
phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this 
application or proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone 
number is 571-272-2100. 

/Thanhnga B. Truong/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2135 



TBT 

April 07, 2008 



